observed on the rockdusted roadway.  He did not check the
tracks to determine the types of equipment that may have made
them, nor could he determine when the cable was hung across
the crosscut or whether the tracks were there before the cable
was advanced and hung across the crosscut.  He confirmed that
there were other means of access to the places where mining
was taking place.  Referring to exhibit R-6, a sketch of the
area, Mr, Dati placed the cable location in question as approx-
imately five crosscuts outby the face, and he agreed that the
power center was advanced approximately three crosscuts as the
mining cycle advanced.  The cable was hung along the right
side of the roadway for four additional crosscuts outby the
location where it was not guarded.  These additional locations
were timbered,- and since the cable was behind the timbers it
was not required to be guarded at those locations.

Mr. Dati confirmed that the unguarded cable was equipped
with a ground check monitoring system which is intended to
cut off the power in the event the cable is damaged.

In response to further questions, Mr. Dati stated that
he observed no damage to the cable, and observed no knicks,
abrasions, or other evidence of cable damage.  He also con-
firmed that he did not interview any of the equipment opera-
tors who may have passed under the cable, did not ascertain
the types of equipment operating on the section, and he did
not know the heights or other working parameters of the equip-
ment.  He believed that the only person exposed to any hazard
would be the individual who passed under the cable.  In the
event of cable damage, that person would be exposed to a pos-
sible hazard from any cable damage.

Mr. Dati stated that Mr. Hibbs offered no explanation
for the condition in question and simply agreed that the
cable needed to be guarded.  A guard was installed within
20 minutes, and Mr. Dati terminated the citation.

Mr, Dati identified a copy of an MSHA report of investi-
gation concerning a fatality which occurred at'another mine
because of a defective low voltage cable monitoring device
and he conceded that the citation in issue in this case deals
with a high voltage cable which was not damaged,

Section foreman James Hibbs confirmed that he accompanied
Inspector Dati during his inspectionr agreed that the cable
was not guarded with any additional guarding other than its
own protective insulated cable jacket, and agreed that it was
hung across the crosscut at the spad 12+80 location.  He saw
no equipment or miners passing under the cable and he agreed
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be detonated.
